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Reports because the judge's statement with regard to the evi-
dence of the law of Monaco is omitted in both reports. On
the other hand, the report in the Times Law Reports furnishes
us with the material which is missing in the other reports. It
appears from the evidence of the expert witness (b) that accord-
ing to the French Civil Code, in force in Monaco, a donatio
mortis causa as defined by English law is unknown to the law of
Monaco, and furthermore, that the law of Monaco would not
in any other way (as, for example, by way of a trust) give
effect as a transfer inter vivas to the transaction in question in
the Craven case, that is, a transaction which was admittedly
conditional on the donor's death.

In the case of In re Korvine's Trusts (c) the court had to
adjudicate on the validity of a donatio mortis causa alleged to
have been made by a person domiciled in Russia of movables
situated in England, and the court applied the law of England
(the lex rei sitae). The problem of the conflict of laws was
simply whether, according to the law of England, a donatio
mortis causa, which in some respects resembles a gift inter vivos
and in some respects resembles a testamentary gift, should be
characterized as being analogous to the one so as to be governed
by the lex rei sitaef or as being analogous to the other so as to
be governed by the lex domicilii.- Whether it is more nearly
analogous to the one rather than to the other is a nice question
which was answered in favour of gift inter vivos in the Korvine
case (d). It happened in that case that the lex rei sitae was
also the lex forit so that it was obvious that the nature of the
transaction in question had to be determined by the law of
England, and that when it had been decided that the trans-
action was such as to confer a proprietary interest upon the
donee and to prevent the subject matter from forming part of
the estate of the donor, it became unnecessary, as regards that
transaction, to refer to the lex domicilii.

In the Craven case the situation was different. The testa-
trix was domiciled in England at the time of her death and the
forum was English, but the assets in question were situated
in Monaco at the time of the transaction in question. Resort
to the foreign lex rei sitae was therefore necessary for the pur-

(&) 53 Times L.R. 694, at p. 697.

(c)   [19213 1 Ch. 343.

(d)   The question was answered in the same way in the well
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